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~ The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to connnnunication{s) filed on 26 January 2001 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-20 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) K Claim(s) 1-20 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) M The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)K The drawing(s) filed on 26 January 2001 is/are: a)n accepted or b)S objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
1 1 )0 The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)0 disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)0 Some*c)0 None of: 

1 .0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) O The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
Attachment(s) 

1 ) S Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) O Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). . 

2) O Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) O Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) ^ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 2 . 6) O Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Application History 

1 . This action is responsive to the application filing, Application filed on 1/26/2001 . 

2. Claims 1-20 are pending in the case, claims 1, 7 and 15 are independent claims. 



Drawings 

3. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1.84(p)(4) 
because reference signs "339" and "346" in Figure 8 have both been used to 
designate "Auto dnids", A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are 
required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

4. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they do not include the following reference sign(s) mentioned in the 
description: 

• "103b" on page 10, line 27. 
A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the 
Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings 
will not be held in abeyance. 
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Specification 

5. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

• The disclosure recites: "in the update list 173" (page 9, line 5). 
Reference sign 173 in Figure 1 is directed toward a "Form Profile", 

• The disclosure recites: "In block 339, the form access logic 166 
determines whether the view button 213 (Fig. 2) has been 
manipulated" (page 15, lines 12-13). Reference sign 339 in Figure 8 is 
directed toward an "Auto dnids", 

• The disclosure recites those reference signs listed in paragraph 4 
above, which are not shown in the drawings. 

Appropriate correction is required. 





Application/Control Number: 09/771.132 
Art Unit: 2178 



Page 4 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
"A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under 
section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the 
United States and vi/as published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English 



7. Claims 1-3, 7-8, 12, 15-16 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Sutcliffe et al. US Patent 6,253,216, filed 6/13/1997, patented 
6/26/2001 (hereinafter Sutcliffe). 

8. Regarding independent claim 1, Sutcliffe discloses a form that has been filled 
out in Figure 4A at reference sign 188. Sutcliffe also recites: "The personals-on-line 
network includes at least one server computer which can be accessed by the remote 
users. The local computer network also has at least one computer software program 
and at least one database located therein" (column 2, lines 35-39) and In 
accordance with the present invention, a system for generating a page for display on 
a computer system accessible to a plurality of remote users through a computer 
network includes means for displaying at a user site at least one template, means for 
inputting user-data to be included in a predetermined area of the template, means 



language." 
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for storing the user-data in a predetermined field of a database and means for 
retrieving tlie user-data from tlie database and for displaying the template and the 
user-data on a display of the computer system" (column 2, lines 21-31). 

9. Regarding dependent claim 2, Sutcliffe recites: "One or more of a plurality of 
remote user terminals 70a-70R generally denoted 70 may access a local computer 
network 72 by connecting the remote user's computer terminal 70 to a computer 
network such as the Internet 74" (column 5, lines 59-64), where Sutcliffe identifies 
the sen/ices provided by the internet as "The Internet provides file transfer, remote 
log in, electronic mail, news and other sen/ices" (column 6, lines 3-5). 

10. Regarding dependent claim 3, Sutcliffe discloses "Create or Edit Personals 
Page" in Figure 4 at reference sign 164 where the user is shown to "Enter Text' at 
reference sign 180 (also of Figure 4). 

11. Regarding independent claims 7 and 15, the claims are directed toward a 
system of the method of claim 1 , and are rejected using the same rationale. 

12. Regarding dependent claims 8 and 16, the claims are directed toward a 
system of the method of claim 2, and are rejected using the same rationale. 

13. Regarding dependent claims 12 and 20, the claims are directed toward a 
system of the method of claim 3, and are rejected using the same rationale. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



14. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

"(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made." 

15. Claims 4, 9-11 and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sutcliffe in View of Ortiz US Publication 2002/0091937, filed 
1/10/2001, published 7/11/2002. 

16. Regarding claims 4, 10 and 11, Sutcliffe discloses a form creation and 
transmitting method of personal information as described above. Sutcliffe also 
describes user verification, but fails to disclose specifically requesting and verifying 
an identification code, verifying by matching or the use of biometric identification 
codes. Ortiz discloses the request and verification of the identification code. Ortiz 
recites: "host system 48 requests a biometric attribute (i.e., biometric data) from 
biometric broker 44. Biometric broker 44 returns a biometric attribute or biometric 
template, which may be compared against sample biometric attribute(s) randomly 
collected from user 33. This comparison may take place at a number of locations, 
including at client system 32, at host system 48 or at biometric broker 44. If the 
sample biometric attribute collected from user 33 matches the biometric attribute 
retrieved from biometric broker 44, user 33 may be permitted to access resources on 
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host system 48" (paragraph 53). Ortiz also disclosing "Biometric attribute match?" in 
Figure 5 at reference sign 110. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made, to combine user identification of Ortiz with the form 
creation and transmitting method of personal information of Sutcliffe for the benefit 
of: "authenticating user identity and providing secure user access to data and/or 
transactions" (Ortiz, paragraph 2). 

17. Regarding dependent claims 9 and 17, the claims are directed toward a 
system of the method of claim 4, and are rejected using the same rationale. 

18. Regarding dependent claims 18 and 19, the claims contain substantially the 
same subject matter as claims 10 and 11 respectively, and are rejected using the 
same rationale. 

19. Claims 5-6 and 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sutcliffe in View of Yaksich et al. US Patent 5,563,998, filed 10/19/1990, 
patented 10/8/1996 (hereinafter Yaksich). 

20. Regarding dependent claims 5 and 6, Sutcliffe discloses a form creation and 
transmitting method of personal information as described above. Sutcliffe further 
describes the updating of the form, but fails to disclose re-transmitting a form based 
upon information updates, or maintaining a list of clients to receive the updated form. 
Yaksich teaches the re-transmission of forms based upon updates and maintaining a 
list of receivers. Yaksich recites: "According to the invention, the same form may be 
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printed at a number of geographically remote locations on different types of printers, 
the form can be distributed and updated automatically and efficiently (column 1, 
lines 49-52). Yaksich also discloses in Figure 13b at reference sign NCLP110 a list 
of clients (shown as "Customers") maintained by the system. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made, to combine the identification and re-transmission of 
updated forms to a list of form receivers, as taught by Yaksich, to the form creation 
and transmitting of personal information of Sutcliffe in order to provide the benefit of 
allowing "the form can be distributed and updated automatically and efficiently" 
(Yaksich, column 1, lines 51-52). 

21. Regarding dependent claims 13 and 14, the claims are directed toward a 
system of the method of claims 5 and 6 respectively, and are rejected using the 
same rationale. 
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Conclusion 

22. The following prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent 
to applicant's disclosure: 



Patent/Publication 


Date 


Inventor 


• US-5,442,771 


08-1995 


Filepp et al. 


• US-5,563,998 


10-1996 


Yaksich et al. 


• US-6,040.783 


03-2000 


Houvener et al. 


• US-6,253.216 


06-2001 


Sutcliffe et al. 


• US-6.31 1,194 


10-2001 


Sheth et al. 


• US-6.694,482 


02-2004 


Arellano et al. 


• US-6,721.747 


04-2004 


Lipkin, Daniel S 


• US-2002/0078079 


06-2002 


RANGAN et al. 


• US-2002/0091937 


07-2002 


Ortiz, Luis M. 


• US-2003/0191816 


10-2003 


Landress et al. 



23. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gregory J. Vaughn whose telephone number is (703) 
305-4672. The examiner can normally be reached Monday to Friday from 8:00 am to 
5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather R Herndon can be reached at (703) 308-5186. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 



872-9306. 



• 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Gregory J. Vaughn 

May 19,2004 i 
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